Y, .

1

Purpose and Need for
Agency Action



| Main Index I

Purpose and Need for Agency Action

|Vol 1 Index I

TABLE OF CONTENTS
Section Page
1. Purpose and Need for AZENCY ACHON ......eoiuiiiiiiiiiiiieiieeete ettt ettt e e e b 1-1
1.1 Potential Actions and Decisions Regarding the Proposed Repository ...........ccceveeveeneenncnne. 1-3
1.2 Radioactive Materials Considered for Disposal in a Monitored Geologic Repository ............ 1-4
1.2.1 Generation of Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-Level Radioactive Waste ............cccccevueeuennen. 1-4
1.2.2 Spent NUCIear FUEL .........ooiiiiiiiiiie e 1-6
1.2.2.1 Commercial Spent Nuclear Fuel ...........cooooiiiiiiiiiiieceeeeee e 1-6
1.2.2.2  DOE Spent Nuclear FUel .........ccccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeee e 1-6
1.2.3  High-Level Radioactive WaSte ..........cooueiiiiiiiiiieieeieeie ettt 1-7
1.2.4  Surplus Weapons-Usable PIUtONIiUM ..........ccccoiiiiiiiiiniiniiiieieeseeeeseeee e 1-8
1.2.5  Other Waste Types with High Radionuclide Content ...........ccccceeeerienieneenenneenieeeneeeen 1-8
1.3 National Effort To Manage Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-Level Radioactive Waste .............. 1-8
1.3.1 BaCKZIOUNA ...ttt et et ettt et st 1-8
1.3.2  Nuclear Waste POLICY ACE ..c.coiuiiiiiiieiieieteete ettt st s 1-9
1.3.2.1 Requirement To Study and Evaluate the Site ........cccccooieriiiiiniiniinieieeeecee 1-11
1.3.2.2  Elements of Site Evaluation .......c..cccovirieiininiiiiiinicictenesecreieseeeeresre e 1-11
1.3.2.3 Site Qualification and Authorization Process ..........cccceeeevvieeeiiiiieeeiiee e 1-12
1.3.2.3.1 U.S. Department of ENergy ACHONS ......cccccveeriiriierienieniieieesieenieesieeieeieeie e 1-12
1.3.2.3.2 Presidential Recommendation and Possible State and Congressional
ALCTION ittt sttt e b et st 1-12
1.3.2.3.3 Actions After Site DesSignation ..........cccceevueriueriiiiieniienie ettt 1-12
1.3.2.4 Environmental Protection and Approval Standards for the Yucca Mountain
SHEE ettt b et sttt a bt e e ebe e 1-13
1.4 Yucca Mountain Site and Proposed RepOSItOry ........cccueveeiiinieniiniiniinieieneeneeseeeeee e 1-13
1.4.1 YUCCA MOUNLAIN ST ..eoveevrentiiieiieientinieetete sttt ettt et st sr e nae e 1-14
1.42  Proposed Disposal APPIrOACh ........coouiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeieeit et 1-16
1.43  DOE Actions To Evaluate the Yucca Mountain Sit€ .........cccceceverereenienenieenieneneneenenne 1-19
14.3.1 Site Characterization ACHVITIES .....c.cceririerieriiririetine ettt ettt eaeeanens 1-19
1.4.3.2  Viability ASSESSINEINL....ccuiiiiiiiiieiieeie ettt sttt ettt st sttt s saee s 1-19
1433 Yucca Mountain Science and Engineering Report ...........cocceeviriiiiiininieniciiiciiene, 1-20
1.43.4  Preliminary Site Suitability Evaluation ...........cccccooeiiiiniiniiniiniinieeeeeeeeeeee 1-21
1.4.3.5 Supplemental Science and Performance Analyses .......c..ccoccevvveriiiniieniinicniicnieneee, 1-21
1.43.6  Total System Performance Assessment—Analyses for Disposal of Commercial
and DOE Waste Inventories at Yucca Mountain—Input to Final Environmental
Impact Statement and Site Suitability Evaluation .........c..cocceeviiiiiiiniininciicne 1-21
1.4.3.7 Site RecOMMENAAtION .....co.eeviriiniiiiiiiniieieeenceeetee ettt 1-21
1.4.3.8  NO-ACtion AIEINALIVE ....eoeeiiriiriieiiiiriieiete sttt ettt ettt snesre e nenne 1-22
1.5 Environmental Impact Analysis PrOCESS .......cooviiiiiiiiiiiiiiicete e 1-23
1.5.1 Draft EIS and Supplement to the Draft EIS Process ......c..ccooceevieveiiiiienieiiiiienicnieeee 1-23
1.5.1.1 Notice of Intent and Scoping MEEHINGS .......c.cevueruiriiriiiiieeieeie ettt 1-23
1.5.1.2  Additional InVentory StUdIeS ........cceevuiriiiiiirieiieeieee ettt 1-25
1.5.1.3 Additional Nevada Transportation AnNalySes ........ccccceceevueriieriieniieniienieeeeieeie e 1-25
1.5.1.4  Draft EIS Public Comment ProCess ..........cccccvtreeriininieieniinieieienieneerene e 1-26

1-iii



| Main Index I |Vol 1 Index I

Purpose and Need for Agency Action

Section Page

1.5.1.5 Supplement to the Draft EIS ..ot 1-27

1.5.2  Conformance with Documentation ReqUIrements ...........cc.cceeeereeneenenneeneenieeneneeeeene 1-27

1.5.3  Relationship to Other Environmental DOCUMENLS ........ccceviiriiriiriiniiiienieneeneeseeeene 1-28

RELETEICES ..ottt ettt ettt b e sa et sa e sb et ne st enee 1-32

LIST OF TABLES

Table Page
1-1 National Environmental Policy Act documents and Records of Decision related to

the proposed Yucca Mountain REPOSIEOTY ......cocueriiriiiiiiiiiieiie ettt 1-29

LIST OF FIGURES

Figure Page
1-1 Locations of commercial and DOE sites and Yucca Mountain ............cocceeeeverenerceeneneeeennennenn 1-2
1-2 Typical commercial nuclear fuel assembly and 10d .........cocoeviiiiiiiiiiiiieee 1-5
1-3 Vitrified high-level radioactive Waste CANISTET .........eoverieriirieiieiieite ettt 1-7
1-4 Events leading to selection of Yucca Mountain for Study .......ccccecceevirvienieniieniienieiieniereenene 1-10
1-5 Yucca Mountain loCAtioN ........cc.coiririiriiniiieiineetee ettt sttt sa e naes 1-15
1-6 Land withdrawal area used for analytical PUIPOSES ........cocuervueriiiriiiriinieiie et 1-17
1-7 Spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste temporary storage, transportation,

ANA AISPOSAL ...ttt ettt ettt 1-18

1-iv



| Main Index I |Vol 1 Index I

Purpose and Need for Agency Action

1. PURPOSE AND NEED FOR AGENCY ACTION

Spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste are long-lived, highly radioactive materials that
result from nuclear activities. For more than 50 years these materials have accumulated and continue to
accumulate at sites across the United States. Because of their nature, spent nuclear fuel and high-level
radioactive waste must be isolated, confined, and monitored for long periods. The United States has
focused a national effort on siting and developing a geologic repository for disposal of these materials
and on developing systems for transporting the materials from their present storage locations to a
repository. Figure 1-1 shows 72 commercial nuclear power sites and 5 U.S. Department of Energy (DOE,
or the Department) sites in 35 states that currently store these radioactive materials and would ship
materials to a repository.

Congress has determined through the passage of the Nuclear Waste Policy Act, as amended (NWPA)
(42 U.S.C. 10101 et seq.), that:

e The Federal Government has the responsibility to dispose of these materials permanently to protect the
public health and safety and the environment.

e The Federal Government needs to take precautions to ensure these materials do not adversely affect
the public health and safety and the environment for this or future generations.

e The Yucca Mountain site in southern Nevada should be evaluated as a potential location for a
monitored geologic repository.

A geologic repository for spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste is a system for permanently
isolating radioactive materials in a deep subsurface location to ensure minimal risk to the health and
safety of the public. This environmental impact
statement (EIS) addresses actions that DOE
proposes to take to develop a repository at Yucca
Mountain, and also considers systems for the
transportation of spent nuclear fuel and high-level
radioactive waste from the 77 sites to the Yucca
Mountain site.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

An environmental impact statement or EIS is
a detailed analysis that describes the
potential beneficial and adverse
environmental effects of the proposed action
and alternatives.

In addition, DOE has ultimate management
responsibility for other highly radioactive materials.
Examples of such materials include Greater-Than-
Class-C and Special-Performance-Assessment-Required wastes. The Department might need to dispose
of these materials in a monitored geologic repository to protect public health and safety. However,
disposal of Greater-Than-Class-C and Special-Performance-Assessment-Required wastes at the proposed
Yucca Mountain Repository could require additional legislative action or a determination by the U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission to classify them as high-level radioactive waste.

Section 1.1 describes potential actions and decisions concerning the proposed repository. Section 1.2
provides an overview of spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste. Section 1.3 describes the
major steps in the process Congress has established for evaluations and decisions concerning the Yucca
Mountain site. Section 1.4 provides an overview of the site, potential transportation systems for moving
spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste to the site, and studies of the site. Section 1.5 presents
information on the EIS process as it applies to the proposal for a monitored geologic repository at Yucca
Mountain.

1-1
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1.1 Potential Actions and Decisions
Regarding the Proposed Repository

This EIS analyzes a Proposed Action to construct, operate and monitor, and eventually close a geologic
repository for the disposal of spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste at Yucca Mountain. The
EIS also analyzes a No-Action Alternative, under which DOE would not build a repository at the Yucca
Mountain site, and spent nuclear fuel and
high-level radioactive waste would
remain at 72 commercial and 5 DOE
sites across the United States. The
No-Action Alternative is included in the
EIS to provide a basis for comparison

PROPOSED REPOSITORY

DOE has used the term proposed repository as a
convenience to indicate the relationship of a Yucca
Mountain Repository to the Proposed Action of this EIS. |

with the Proposed Action. DOE has DOE could not pursue the use of Yucca Mountain for a
developed the information about the repository unless the Secretary of Energy decided to
potential environmental impacts that recommend approval of the site to the President and a
could result from either the Proposed Presidential site designation became effective. At that
Action or the No-Action Alternative for time, DOE would submit a License Application to the
the Secretary of Energy’s Consideration’ Nuclear Regulatory Commission Seeking authorization
along with other factors required by the to construct a repository at Yucca Mountain.

NWPA, in making a determination on
whether to recommend Yucca Mountain
as the site of this Nation’s first monitored geologic repository for spent nuclear fuel and high-level
radioactive waste. In making that determination, the Secretary would consider not only the potential
environmental impacts identified in this EIS, but also other factors as provided in the NWPA.

As part of the Proposed Action, which DOE has identified as its preferred alternative, the EIS analyzes
the potential impacts of transporting spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste to the Yucca
Mountain site from 77 sites across the United States. This analysis includes information on such matters
as the impacts of rail and truck transportation nationally and in Nevada, as well as impacts in Nevada of
alternative corridors for a branch rail line, routes for heavy-haul trucks, and alternative and associated
intermodal (rail-to-truck) transfer stations.

DOE believes that the EIS provides the environmental impact information necessary to make certain
broad transportation-related decisions, namely the choice of a national mode of transportation outside
Nevada (mostly rail or mostly legal-weight truck), the choice among alternative transportation modes in
Nevada (mostly rail, mostly legal-weight truck, or heavy-haul truck with use of an associated intermodal
transfer station), and the choice among alternative rail corridors or heavy-haul truck routes with use of an
associated intermodal transfer station in Nevada.

DOE has identified mostly rail as its preferred mode of transportation, both nationally and in the State of
Nevada. At this time, the Department has not identified a preference among the five potential rail
corridors in Nevada.

If the Yucca Mountain site was approved, DOE would issue at some future date a Record of Decision to
select a mode of transportation. If, for example, mostly rail was selected (both nationally and in Nevada),
DOE would then identify a preference for one of the rail corridors in consultation with affected
stakeholders, particularly the State of Nevada. In the example, DOE would announce a preferred
corridor in the Federal Register and other media. No sooner than 30 days after the announcement of a
preference, DOE would publish its selection of a rail corridor in a Record of Decision. A similar process
would occur in the event that DOE selected heavy-haul truck as its mode of transportation in the State of
Nevada. Other transportation decisions, such as the selection of a specific rail alignment within a
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corridor, would require additional field surveys, State and local government and Native American tribal
consultations, environmental and engineering analyses, and National Environmental Policy Act reviews.

1.2 Radioactive Materials Considered for Disposal
in a Monitored Geologic Repository

Commercial nuclear powerplants, which supply approximately 20 percent of the Nation’s electricity,
produce spent nuclear fuel. In addition, DOE manages a complex of large government-owned facilities
that formerly produced nuclear weapons materials, and in doing so produced spent nuclear fuel and high-
level radioactive waste. DOE also operates research reactors that produce spent nuclear fuel and
processing facilities that produce high-level radioactive waste.

The following discussion describes spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste, including
mixed-oxide fuel (a mixture of uranium oxide and plutonium oxide that could be used to power
commercial nuclear reactors) and immobilized plutonium forms. The discussion also identifies other waste
forms, particularly Greater-Than-Class-C wastes and Special-Performance-Assessment-Required wastes,
that are currently classified as low-level radioactive wastes but that could require disposal in a monitored
geologic repository.

1.2.1 GENERATION OF SPENT NUCLEAR FUEL AND HIGH-LEVEL RADIOACTIVE
WASTE

The material used to power commercial nuclear reactors typically consists of cylindrical fuel pellets made
of uranium oxide. Fuel pellets are placed in tubes that are ordinarily about 3.7 meters (12 feet) long and
0.64 centimeter (0.25 inch) in diameter. Sealed tubes with fuel pellets inside them are called fuel rods
(Appendix A). Fuel rods are arranged in bundles called fuel assemblies (see Figure 1-2), which are placed
in a reactor.

In the reactor, neutrons from the fuel strike other uranium atoms, causing them to split into parts, and
producing heat, radioactive fission products, and more free neutrons. This splitting of atoms is a form of
nuclear reaction called fission. The neutrons produced by the fission process sustain the nuclear reaction
by striking other uranium atoms in the fuel pellets, causing additional atoms to split. Control of the
configuration and machinery associated with the fuel assemblies provides control of the rate at which
fission occurs and, consequently, the amount of heat produced.

In a commercial power reactor, the heat that fission produces is used to convert water to steam. The
steam turns turbine generators to produce electric energy. The reactors that power many naval vessels
use the steam primarily to turn turbines to provide ship propulsion. Some research reactors also use the
steam produced to generate electricity.

After a period in operation, enough of the fissile uranium atoms have undergone fission that the fuel is said
to be “spent”; some of these spent nuclear fuel assemblies must be replaced with fresh fuel for operation
to continue. During replacement, fresh fuel is placed in the reactor and spent fuel is placed in a pool of
water. In commercial reactors, typical fuel cycles run 18 to 24 months, after which 25 to 50 percent of the
spent nuclear fuel is replaced.

Nuclear reactor operators initially store spent nuclear fuel under water in spent fuel pools because of high
levels of radioactivity and heat from decay of radionuclides. When the fuel has cooled and decayed
sufficiently, operators can use two storage options: (1) continued in-pool storage or (2) above-ground dry

| storage in an independent installation. Thirty-three sites have existing or planned independent
above-ground dry storage facilities. Dry storage includes the storage of spent nuclear fuel at reactor sites
in approved storage casks.
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Note: Design and dimensions can vary among types of fuel rods. Source: Modified from DIRS 101802-DOE (1995, p. 1-3).

Figure 1-2. Typical commercial nuclear fuel assembly and rod.
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Beginning in 1944, the United States operated reactors to produce materials such as plutonium for nuclear
weapons. All of these reactors have been shut down for several years. When defense plutonium
production reactors were operating, they used a controlled fission process to irradiate nuclear fuel and
generate plutonium. DOE used chemical processes (called reprocessing) to extract plutonium and other
materials from spent nuclear fuel for defense purposes. One of the chemical byproducts remaining after
reprocessing is high-level radioactive waste. The reprocessing of limited quantities of naval reactor fuels
and some commercial reactor fuels, DOE test reactor fuels, and university research reactor fuels has also
produced high-level radioactive waste.

Concerns about safety and environmental hazards contributed to DOE decisions to shut down parts of the
weapons production complex in the 1980s. The shutdown, which became permanent due primarily to the
reduced need for weapons materials at the end of the Cold War, included both production reactors and
spent fuel reprocessing facilities. As a result, not all DOE spent nuclear fuel was reprocessed. Some of
this fuel is now stored at DOE sites.

1.2.2 SPENT NUCLEAR FUEL

Spent nuclear fuel consists of nuclear fuel that has been withdrawn from a nuclear reactor following
irradiation, provided that the constituent elements of the fuel have not been separated by reprocessing.
Commercial spent nuclear fuel comes from nuclear reactors operated to produce electric power for
domestic use. DOE manages spent nuclear fuel from DOE defense production reactors, U.S. naval
reactors, and DOE test and experimental reactors, as well as fuel from university research reactors,
commercial reactor fuel acquired by DOE for research and development, and fuel from foreign research
reactors. Most nuclear fuel is encased in highly corrosion-resistant cladding before being placed in a
reactor. The fuel remains in the cladding after it is irradiated and withdrawn as spent nuclear fuel. The
purpose of the cladding is to protect the fuel in operating conditions associated with a reactor. Cladding, if
it is not damaged or corroded, has the capability to isolate the spent nuclear fuel and delay the release of
radionuclides to the environment for long periods.

Spent nuclear fuel is intensely radioactive in comparison to nonirradiated fuel and would be the primary
source of radioactivity and heat generation in the proposed repository.

1.2.2.1 Commercial Spent Nuclear Fuel

Commercial spent nuclear fuel typically consists of uranium oxide fuel (which also contains actinides,
fission products, and other materials), the cladding that contains the fuel, and the assembly hardware. The
cladding for nuclear fuel assemblies is normally made of a zirconium alloy. However, about 1 percent of
the spent nuclear fuel included in the Proposed Action is clad in stainless steel (Appendix A).

The sources of commercial spent nuclear fuel are the commercial nuclear powerplants throughout the
United States. Figure 1-1 shows the locations of these sites. Appendix A, Section A.2.1, provides details
on spent nuclear fuel and discusses the amount currently stored and projected to be stored at each site.

Mixed-oxide fuel would be part of the commercial spent nuclear fuel inventory for the proposed repository.
Section 1.2.4 includes a discussion of mixed-oxide fuel.

1.2.2.2 DOE Spent Nuclear Fuel

DOE spent nuclear fuel, like commercial spent nuclear fuel, has been withdrawn from a reactor following
irradiation. Much of the DOE spent nuclear fuel is associated with past operations of reactors at the
Hanford and Savannah River Sites that previously produced material for DOE’s defense programs and
research and development programs. These reactors are no longer operating. Smaller quantities of spent
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nuclear fuel have resulted from experimental reactor operations and from research conducted by
approximately 55 university- and government-owned test reactors (see Appendix A). DOE spent nuclear
fuel also includes spent fuel from reactors on nuclear-powered naval vessels and naval reactor prototypes.

DOE stores most of its spent nuclear fuel in pools or dry storage facilities at three primary locations: the
Hanford Site in Washington State, the Idaho National Engineering and Environmental Laboratory in Idaho,
and the Savannah River Site in South Carolina. Some DOE spent nuclear fuel is currently stored at the
Fort St. Vrain dry storage facility in Colorado (see Figure 1-1). Additional small quantities remain at other
locations. With the exception of Fort St. Vrain, which will retain its spent nuclear fuel in dry storage until
disposition, DOE plans to ship all of the spent nuclear fuel for which it is responsible from other sites to
one of the three primary locations mentioned above for storage and preparation for ultimate disposition
[discussed in DIRS 103205-DOE (1995, all)]. This EIS does not analyze consolidation of spent nuclear
fuel at DOE sites (see DIRS 101802-DOE 1995, all). Appendix A, Section A.2.2, provides details on
DOE spent nuclear fuel and discusses the amount currently stored and projected to be stored at each site.

1.2.3 HIGH-LEVEL RADIOACTIVE WASTE

DOE stores high-level radioactive waste in below-grade tanks at the Hanford Site, the Savannah River
Site, the Idaho National Engineering and Environmental Laboratory, and the West Valley Demonstration
Project in New York, a site presently owned by the New York State Energy Research and Development
Authority (see Figure 1-1 for locations). High-level radioactive waste can be in a liquid, sludge, or
saltcake form, and a solid immobilized glass form (see below). Liquid waste consists of water and organic
compounds that contain dissolved salts. Sludge is a mixture of insoluble (that is, materials that will not
dissolve in tank liquid) metallic salt compounds that precipitated and settled out of the solution after the
waste became alkaline. Saltcake is primarily sodium and aluminum salt that crystallized from the solution
following evaporation. High-level radioactive waste can also include other highly radioactive material that
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission determines by rule to require permanent isolation (Nuclear Waste
Policy Act definitions, Section 12), as well as immobilized plutonium waste forms. Appendix A, Section
A.2.3, provides details on high-level radioactive waste and discusses the amount currently stored and
projected to be stored at each site. Included in this total is immobilized high-level radioactive waste that
will result from the electrometallurgical treatment of DOE
sodium-bonded nuclear fuel at Argonne National Laboratory-West
on the Idaho National Engineering and Environmental Laboratory

site [Record of Decision for the Treatment and Management of /@\
Sodium-Bonded Spent Nuclear Fuel (65 FR 56565;
September 19, 2000)].

The DOE process for preparing high-level radioactive waste for
disposal starts with the transfer of the waste from storage tanks to
a treatment facility. Treatment ordinarily includes separation of
the waste into high-activity and low-activity fractions, followed by
vitrification of the high-activity fraction. Vitrification involves
adding materials to the waste and heating the mixture until it melts.
The melted mixture is poured into canisters, where it cools into a
solid glass or ceramic form that is very resistant to the leaching of
radionuclides. The solidified, immobilized glass forms have been

developed to keep the waste stable, confined, and isolated from —
the environment whgn inserted into dlspogal containers gnd Note: There are two canister lengths - 120 inches
disposed of in a monitored geologic repository. DOE will store the and 180 inches.

solidified high-level radioactive waste on the sites in canisters
before eventual shipment to a repository. Figure 1-3 shows a
representative vitrified high-level radioactive waste canister.

Figure 1-3. Vitrified high-level
radioactive waste canister.
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The low-activity fraction does not meet the definition of high-level radioactive waste. It is classified as
low-level waste and is therefore considered generally acceptable for near-surface disposal under separate
low-level waste disposal regulations.

DOE has begun to solidify and immobilize waste at the Savannah River Site, has completed most
solidification and immobilization at West Valley, and plans to begin solidification and immobilization at
Hanford. DOE has prepared a Draft EIS (DIRS 155100-DOE 1999, all) to help it determine the method it
will use to prepare high-level radioactive waste at the Idaho National Engineering and Environmental

| Laboratory for disposal.

1.2.4 SURPLUS WEAPONS-USABLE PLUTONIUM

DOE has declared some weapons-usable plutonium to be surplus to national security needs (DIRS
118979-DOE 1999, p. 1-1). This material includes purified plutonium, nuclear weapons components, and
materials and residues that could be processed to produce purified plutonium (Appendix A, Section A.2.4).
DOE currently stores these plutonium-containing materials at various sites throughout the United States.

DOE could emplace surplus weapons-usable plutonium in the repository in two forms. One form would be
an immobilized plutonium ceramic that DOE would dispose of as high-level radioactive waste. The second
form would be mixed uranium and plutonium oxide fuel (called mixed-oxide fuel) assemblies that would be
used for power production in commercial nuclear reactors and disposed of in the same manner as other
commercial spent nuclear fuel. The analysis in this EIS assumed that approximately one-third of the
surplus plutonium would be immobilized and approximately two-thirds would be mixed-oxide spent nuclear
fuel (Appendix A). The actual split could include the immobilization of between one-third and all of the
plutonium. Appendix A, Section A.2.4, contains details on sources, generation and storage status, and
material characteristics of this surplus plutonium.

1.25 OTHER WASTE TYPES WITH HIGH RADIONUCLIDE CONTENT

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission classifies most low-level radioactive waste into Classes A, B, and C
(10 CFR Part 61), which reflect increasing levels of radioactivity. Greater-Than-Class-C is the term for
radioactive waste generated by commercial activities that exceeds Nuclear Regulatory Commission
concentration limits for Class C waste, as specified in 10 CFR Part 61. The Nuclear Regulatory
Commission has determined that shallow land burial of Greater-Than-Class-C low-level radioactive waste
generally is not acceptable. Special-Performance-Assessment-Required waste is DOE-generated low-
level radioactive waste with radioactive content higher than Class C shallow land disposal limits.

1.3 National Effort To Manage Spent Nuclear Fuel
and High-Level Radioactive Waste

This section provides background information on the management of spent nuclear fuel and high-level
radioactive waste, and describes the Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982 and its amendments.

1.3.1 BACKGROUND

In the late 1950s, active investigation began on the concept of mined geologic repositories for the disposal
of spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste. In the 1970s, the United States reprocessed a small
amount of commercial spent nuclear fuel to extract plutonium and studied the feasibility of expanded
reprocessing. The plutonium would have been combined with uranium and used again as reactor fuel,
substantially reducing the total amount of new enriched uranium required (DIRS 103414-NRC 1976, all).
President Carter cancelled consideration of this approach, leaving disposal as the primary option for spent
nuclear fuel.
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In a February 12, 1980, message to Congress, President Carter stated that the safe disposal of radioactive
materials generated by both defense and civilian nuclear activities is a national responsibility. In fulfillment
of that responsibility, he announced a comprehensive program for the management of radioactive materials
and adopted an interim planning strategy focusing on “the use of mined geologic repositories capable of
accepting both waste from reprocessing and unreprocessed commercial spent fuel” (DIRS 104832-DOE
1980, p. 2.7). President Carter stated that he would reexamine this interim strategy and decide if changes
were required after the completion of the environmental reviews required by the National Environmental
Policy Act. As part of this reexamination, DOE issued the Final Environmental Impact Statement,
Management of Commercially Generated Radioactive Waste (DIRS 104832-DOE 1980, all). That EIS
analyzed the environmental impacts that could occur if DOE developed and implemented various
technologies for the management and disposal of spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste. It
examined several alternatives, including mined geologic disposal, very deep hole disposal, disposal in a
mined cavity that resulted from rock melting, island-based geologic disposal, subseabed disposal, ice sheet
disposal, well injection disposal, transmutation, space disposal, and no action. The 1981 Record of
Decision for that EIS announced the DOE decision to pursue the mined geologic disposal alternative for
the disposition of spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste (46 FR 26677; May 14, 1981).

Internationally, permanent geologic disposal is the consensus choice of technology for the management of
commercial spent nuclear fuel. The United States remains committed to disposal of commercial and DOE
spent nuclear fuel, DOE high-level radioactive waste, and surplus weapons-usable plutonium in a geologic
repository. This commitment assumes the acceptance and disposal in a U.S. repository of certain spent
nuclear fuel that contains uranium enriched in the United States that has been used in foreign research
reactors. This approach supports the U.S. advocacy for limiting international trade in weapons-usable
nuclear materials and signals the U.S. commitment to a policy of nonproliferation of nuclear materials.

1.3.2 NUCLEAR WASTE POLICY ACT

In 1983, Congress enacted the Nuclear Waste Policy Act (Public Law 97-425; 96 Stat. 2201), which
acknowledged the Federal Government’s responsibility to provide permanent disposal of the nation’s spent |
nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste, and established the Office of Civilian Radioactive Waste
Management, which has the responsibility to carry out the evaluative, regulatory, developmental, and
operational activities the Act assigns to the Secretary of Energy. The Nuclear Waste Policy Act began a
process for selecting sites for technical study as potential geologic repository locations. In accordance
with this process (shown in Figure 1-4), DOE identified nine candidate sites, the Secretary of Energy
nominated five of the nine sites for further consideration, and DOE issued environmental assessments for
the five sites in May 1986. DOE recommended three of the five sites (Deaf Smith County, the Hanford
Site, and Yucca Mountain) for possible study as repository site candidates, and President Reagan approved
the three as candidates. In addition, the Nuclear Waste Policy Act recognized a need to ensure that spent
nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste now accumulating at commercial and DOE sites do not
adversely affect public health and safety and the environment [NWPA, Section 111(a)(7)].

In 1987, Congress significantly amended the Nuclear Waste Policy Act. This Act, as amended (42 U.S.C.
10101 et seq.), which this EIS refers to as the NWPA, identified one of the three Presidentially approved
candidate sites, Yucca Mountain, as the only site to be studied as a potential location for a geologic
repository. Congress directed the Secretary of Energy to study the Yucca Mountain site and recommend
whether the President should approve the site for development as a repository. Congress also required
that a Final EIS accompany any Secretarial recommendation to approve the Yucca Mountain site to the
President [NWPA, Section 114(a)(1)]. DOE has prepared this EIS to fulfill that requirement.
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Figure 1-4. Events leading to selection of Yucca Mountain for study.
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1.3.2.1 Requirement To Study and Evaluate the Site

In addition to the general responsibilities it establishes, the NWPA requires the Secretary of Energy
specifically to characterize and evaluate the Yucca Mountain site for a geologic repository. The Act
directs the Secretary of Energy to characterize only the Yucca Mountain site as a potential repository
location and establishes a decisionmaking process to determine whether to designate Yucca Mountain as
qualified for an application for repository construction authorization (NWPA, Sections 113, 114, 115, and
160).

Congress created the Nuclear Waste Technical Review Board as an independent organization to evaluate
the technical and scientific validity of site characterization activities for the proposed repository and
activities related to the packaging and transportation of spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste
(NWPA, Section 503). The Nuclear Waste Technical Review Board must report findings, conclusions,
and recommendations based on its evaluations to Congress and to the Secretary of Energy at least twice
each year (NWPA, Section 508).

1.3.2.2 Elements of Site Evaluation

Sections 113, 114, and 115 of the NWPA contain specific and mostly sequential steps in the evaluation and
decisionmaking process Congress has established for the Yucca Mountain site. The rest of this section
and Section 1.3.2.3 describe that process.

The first steps in the evaluation and decisionmaking process for the Yucca Mountain site require the
Secretary of Energy and, by extension, DOE, to gather data about Yucca Mountain and evaluate whether
to recommend Yucca Mountain for approval as the site for a license application to the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission for repository development. The Secretary’s specific duties include:

e Undertake physical characterization of the Yucca Mountain site.
e Hold public hearings in the Yucca Mountain site vicinity.

e Prepare a description of the site, of spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste forms and
packaging to be used, and of site safety.

e Decide whether to make a recommendation to the President on approval of the site for development |
as a repository.

Section 1.4.3.7 describes the elements that the Secretary of Energy must develop and consider in making
a site recommendation to the President and in providing a statement of the basis for that
recommendation.

The NWPA directs the Secretary of Energy to evaluate a scenario under which DOE would place an
inventory of material in the proposed Yucca Mountain Repository. This EIS considers a repository

inventory of 70,000 metric tons of heavy metal (MTHM) comprised of 63,000 MTHM of commercial

spent nuclear fuel and 7,000 MTHM of DOE spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste. This

overall inventory includes surplus weapons-usable plutonium as spent mixed-oxide fuel and immobilized
plutonium. Appendix A provides additional details of the inventory of materials. |

Operating nuclear powerplants could generate approximately 105,000 MTHM of spent nuclear fuel |
through 2046. The total projected DOE inventory of materials includes 2,500 MTHM of spent nuclear fuel
and approximately 22,280 canisters of high-level radioactive waste. Chapter 8 evaluates potential
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consequences of using a repository at Yucca Mountain to dispose of all spent nuclear fuel and high-level
radioactive waste that could be produced through 2046 for which DOE retains ultimate responsibility.

1.3.2.3 Site Qualification and Authorization Process
1.3.2.3.1 U.S. Department of Energy Actions

The Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982, subsequently amended, establishes a process leading to a decision
by the Secretary of Energy on whether to recommend that the President approve Yucca Mountain for
development of a geologic repository. As part of this process, the Secretary of Energy is to:

e Undertake site characterization activities at Yucca Mountain to provide information and data required
to evaluate the site.

® Decide whether to recommend approval of the development of a geologic repository at Yucca
Mountain to the President.

If the Secretary recommends the Yucca Mountain site to the President, the Nuclear Waste Policy Act, as
amended in 1987 (the EIS refers to the amended Act as the NWPA), requires that a comprehensive
statement of the basis for the recommendation, including the Final EIS, would accompany the
recommendation. DOE has prepared this Final EIS so the Secretary can consider it, including the public
input on the Draft EIS and on the Supplement to the Draft EIS, in making a decision on whether to
recommend the site to the President.

The NWPA requires DOE to hold hearings in the vicinity of Yucca Mountain to provide the public with
opportunities to comment on the Secretary’s possible recommendation of the Yucca Mountain site to the
President. If, after completing the hearings and site characterization activities, and after considering other
information, the Secretary decided to recommend that the President approve the site, the Secretary would
notify the Governor and Legislature of the State of Nevada accordingly. No sooner than 30 days after any
such notification, the Secretary may submit the recommendation to the President to approve the site for
development of a repository.

1.3.2.3.2 Presidential Recommendation and Possible State and Congressional Action

If, after any recommendation by the Secretary, the President considered the site qualified for an
application to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission for a construction authorization, the President would
submit a recommendation of the site to Congress. The Governor or Legislature of Nevada may
disapprove the site designation by submitting a notice of disapproval to Congress within 60 days of the
President’s action. If neither the Governor nor the Legislature submit such a notice within the 60-day
period, the site designation would become effective without further action by the President or Congress.
If, however, the Governor or the Legislature submitted such a notice, the site would be disapproved unless,
during the first 90 days of continuous session of Congress after the notice of disapproval, Congress passed
a joint resolution of repository siting approval and the President signed it into law.

1.3.2.3.3 Actions After Site Designation

If a site designation became effective, the NWPA provides that the Secretary of Energy shall submit to
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission an application for a construction authorization for a repository no later

| than 90 days after the date on which the site designation becomes effective. The NWPA requires the
Commission to adopt DOE’s Final EIS to the extent practicable as part of the Commission’s
decisionmaking on the License Application.

1-12
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1.3.2.4 Environmental Protection and Approval Standards for the Yucca Mountain Site

Section 121 of the Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982 directed the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
to establish generally applicable standards to protect the general environment from offsite releases from
radioactive materials in repositories and directed the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to issue technical
requirements and criteria for such repositories. In 1992, Congress modified the rulemaking authorities of
the Environmental Protection Agency and the Nuclear Regulatory Commission in relation to a possible
repository at Yucca Mountain. Section 801(a) of the Energy Policy Act of 1992 directed the
Environmental Protection Agency to retain the National Academy of Sciences to conduct a study and
issue findings and recommendations on setting reasonable standards for protecting public health and safety
in relation to a repository at Yucca Mountain. Section 801(a) also directs the Environmental Protection
Agency to establish Yucca Mountain-specific standards based on and consistent with the Academy’s
findings and recommendations.

The National Academy of Sciences issued its findings and recommendations in a 1995 report (DIRS
100018-National Research Council 1995, all). The Environmental Protection Agency has issued standards
for both storage and disposal of radioactive material at Yucca Mountain (40 CFR Part 197). The
standards set health-based limits and groundwater protection limits for any radioactive releases from a
repository at Yucca Mountain.

This EIS includes evaluation of the proposed Yucca Mountain repository’s capability to satisfy the
Environmental Protection Agency’s regulations. Chapter 11 contains a more detailed discussion of these
regulations and other requirements.

Section 801(b) of the Energy Policy Act directs the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to revise its general
technical requirements and criteria for geologic repositories (10 CFR Part 60) to be consistent with the
Environmental Protection Agency site-specific Yucca Mountain standards established at 40 CFR Part 197.
The Nuclear Regulatory Commission has issued site-specific technical requirements and criteria (10 CFR
Part 63). The Commission would use these requirements and criteria to evaluate an application to
construct a repository at Yucca Mountain, to receive and possess spent nuclear fuel and high-level
radioactive waste at such a repository, and to close and decommission such a repository.

The Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982 required the Secretary of Energy to issue general guidelines for
use in recommending potential repository sites for detailed site characterization. DOE issued these
guidelines in 1984 (10 CFR Part 960).

DOE has established site-specific regulations (10 CFR Part 963) that provide a portion of the basis for the
evaluation of site suitability, as provided in the NWPA. The EIS provides current information on the

proposed repository and presents an evaluation of the repository site, potential repository development, and
anticipated repository performance measured against human health and other relevant technical criteria.

DOE will comply with all applicable environmental and approval standards for the Yucca Mountain site. |

1.4 Yucca Mountain Site and Proposed Repository

Spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste generate large amounts of radiation from the gradual
decay of radioactive isotopes. These isotopes have the potential to cause severe human health impacts.
In addition, the materials can generate heat from radioactive decay for periods lasting thousands of
years. The Nuclear Waste Policy Act directs DOE to analyze and consider the disposal of spent nuclear
fuel and high-level radioactive waste in a geologic repository.

1-13
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1.4.1 YUCCA MOUNTAIN SITE

The site of the proposed Yucca Mountain Repository (see Figure 1-5) is on lands administered by the
Federal Government in a remote area of the Mojave Desert in Nye County in southern Nevada,
approximately 160 kilometers (100 miles) northwest of Las Vegas, Nevada. The area surrounding the site
is sparsely populated and receives an average of about 170 millimeters (7 inches) of precipitation per year.
Chapter 3, Section 3.1, provides detailed information on the environment at the site.

SITE-RELATED TERMS

Yucca Mountain site (the site): The area on which

DOE has built or would build the majority of facilities

or cause the majority of land disturbances related to _
the proposed repository. Region

Yucca Mountain vicinity: A general term used in

e . . Land withdrawal area
nonspecific discussions about the area around the

Yucca Mountain site. The EIS also uses terms such pr
as area, proximity, etc., in a general context. Vieinity
Land withdrawal area: An area of Federal property \ @ }
set aside for the exclusive use of a Federal agency. Y
For the analyses in this EIS, DOE used an assumed N - _
land withdrawal area of 600 square kilometers, or

150,000 acres.

Region of influence (the region): A specialized

term indicating a specific area of study for each of Note: Not to scale
the resource areas that DOE assessed for the EIS

analyses.

Controlled Area (as defined in 40 CFR Part 197) (not shown on illustration): The area
surrounding the repository that is restricted to public access for the long term, as identified by
passive institutional controls that DOE would install at closure. The controlled area could include as
much as 300 square kilometers (about 120 square miles) surface and subsurface area. It would
extend no more than 5 kilometers (3 miles) in any direction from the repository footprint except in the
predominant direction of groundwater flow, where the controlled area would extend no farther south
than 36 degrees, 40 minutes, 13.6661 seconds North latitude, the present latitude of the southwest
corner of the Nevada Test Site [about 18 kilometers (11 miles)].

The Yucca Mountain site has several characteristics that would be expected to limit possible long-term
impacts from the disposal of spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste. It is isolated from
concentrations of human population and human activity and is likely to remain so. The very arid climate
results in a relatively small volume of water that can move as groundwater in the mountain’s unsaturated
zone. The groundwater table sits substantially below the level at which DOE would locate a repository,
providing additional separation between water sources and materials emplaced in waste packages.
Maximizing the separation of water from the repository would minimize corrosion and would delay any
mobilization and transport of radionuclides from the repository, as discussed in Chapter 5.

Groundwater from Yucca Mountain flows into a closed, sparsely populated hydrogeologic basin. A closed
basin is one in which water introduced into the basin by rain cannot flow out the basin to any river or
ocean. This closed basin provides a natural barrier to a general spread of radionuclides in the event that
radioactive contamination reached the groundwater.

1-14
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The land withdrawal area analyzed in the EIS includes about 600 square kilometers (230 square miles or
150,000 acres) of land currently under the control of DOE, the U.S. Department of Defense, and the U.S.
Department of the Interior (see Figure 1-6). Approximately as many as 6.0 square kilometers (1,500
acres) comprising the repository site would be needed for development of surface repository facilities, with
the remainder serving as a large buffer zone. If Yucca Mountain is recommended and approved for
development as a repository, all or a portion of the land withdrawal area would have to be withdrawn
permanently from public access to satisfy Nuclear Regulatory Commission licensing requirements at

10 CFR 60.121. If the land to be withdrawn included land that this EIS does not consider for withdrawal,
DOE would perform additional analysis as required by the National Environmental Policy Act.

1.4.2 PROPOSED DISPOSAL APPROACH

The proposed monitored geologic repository at Yucca Mountain would be a large underground excavation
with a network of drifts (tunnels) serving as the emplacement area for spent nuclear fuel and high-level
radioactive waste. Rail, legal-weight trucks, or heavy-haul trucks would provide most of the
transportation of spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste from the present storage sites to the
repository. Barges could move spent nuclear fuel from some sites to rail and truck transfer points.
Shippers would transport the materials in Nuclear Regulatory Commission-approved shipping containers
designed to transport radioactive materials with minimal risk to the public health and safety and to the
environment. (Chapter 6 discusses potential transportation systems.) Figure 1-7 shows the concept of
temporary storage of spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste at storage sites, transporting
these materials to the proposed repository, and disposing of the materials in an emplacement area.

At the repository, the material would be loaded in disposal containers. The filled disposal containers would
be sealed, thereby becoming waste packages. The waste packages would be moved underground by rail.
Remote-controlled handling vehicles would place the waste packages in emplacement drifts. The waste
packages, which would be designed to remain intact for thousands of years (at a minimum), would be part
of an engineered barrier system inside the mountain that would isolate spent nuclear fuel and high-level
radioactive waste from the environment. The engineered barrier system, together with the geologic and
hydrologic properties of the Yucca Mountain site, would ensure that a potential release of radioactive
material after repository closure would meet applicable performance standards to contain and isolate the
waste for 10,000 years or more. Chapter 5 provides detailed discussions of the natural system and of
waste packages. Chapter 2 describes the Proposed Action at Yucca Mountain in additional detail,
including the transportation activities required to move the spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive
waste to the site.

Under the NWPA, the proposed repository, if authorized, would be a facility for the permanent disposal of
70,000 MTHM of spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste. The Nuclear Waste Policy Act
requires the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to include in the authorization a prohibition against the
emplacement of more than 70,000 MTHM in the first repository until a second repository is in operation
[Nuclear Waste Policy Act, Section 114(d)]. DOE has allocated 63,000 MTHM of commercial spent
nuclear fuel and 7,000 MTHM equivalent of DOE spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste to
the proposed repository at Yucca Mountain. The Proposed Action that this EIS evaluates, therefore,
includes the transportation of spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste from the present storage
sites to Yucca Mountain and the emplacement of as much as 70,000 MTHM of spent nuclear fuel and
high-level radioactive waste in the proposed repository. Chapter 8 of this EIS analyzes cumulative impacts
from the disposal at Yucca Mountain of all spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste projected to
be produced through 2046 for which DOE will retain ultimate responsibility. Chapter 8 also considers the
disposal of Greater-Than-Class-C waste and Special-Performance-Assessment-Required waste at
Yucca Mountain.
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1.4.3 DOE ACTIONS TO EVALUATE THE YUCCA MOUNTAIN SITE

DOE has performed site characterization activities at Yucca Mountain for almost two decades, and has
issued several documents related to those studies, in addition to the Draft EIS, Supplement to the Draft
EIS, and this Final EIS, that would form part of the basis for a potential Site Recommendation. The
following sections address these activities and reports, and provide a brief description of the No-Action
Alternative.

1.4.3.1 Site Characterization Activities

In accordance with the NWPA [Section 113(b)], the DOE Office of Civilian Radioactive Waste
Management prepared a Site Characterization Plan for the Yucca Mountain site (DIRS

100282-DOE 1988, all). DOE has had a program of investigations and evaluations to assess the suitability
of the Yucca Mountain site as a potential geologic repository and to provide information for this EIS. The
program consists of scientific, engineering, and technical studies and activities.

Examples of activities, investigations, and evaluations associated with site characterization include the
following:

e  Construction of an Exploratory Studies Facility, including the North and South Portal Ramps
(openings into the mountain)

e Excavation of underground tunnels and rooms in the Exploratory Studies Facility for scientific and
engineering studies, testing, and experiments

e Investigations of such topics as hydrology, including groundwater characteristics; general site
geology; and specific geologic issues such as erosion, seismicity, and volcanic activity

e Field monitoring, including air quality, meteorological, radiological, and water resources monitoring
e  Cultural resources studies, including Native American interests

e Terrestrial ecosystem studies

1.4.3.2 Viability Assessment

In the Viability Assessment of a Repository at Yucca Mountain (Viability Assessment) (DIRS 101779-
DOE 1998, all), DOE evaluated a preliminary design based on scenarios that focused on the amount of
spent nuclear fuel (and associated thermal output) that DOE would emplace per unit area of the
repository. This concept was called areal mass loading. For analytical purposes, areal mass loading was
represented in the Viability Assessment and in the Draft EIS by a high thermal load scenario, an
intermediate thermal load scenario, and a low thermal load scenario. DOE selected these scenarios to
represent the range of foreseeable design alternatives, and to ensure that it considered the associated
range of potential environmental impacts. The Viability Assessment included the following:

e Preliminary design scenarios for critical elements of the repository and waste package

e A total system performance assessment, based on the design concept and the scientific data and
analyses available by 1998, that described the probable behavior of the repository in the Yucca
Mountain geologic setting
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e A plan and cost estimate for the remaining work required to complete and submit a License
Application to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission

e An estimate of the costs to construct and operate the repository in accordance with the design
concept

The Draft EIS summarized results from the Viability Assessment, where applicable. DOE did not intend
the scenarios studied in the Viability Assessment to place limits on choices among alternative designs.
DOE expected the repository design to continue to evolve in response to ongoing site characterization and
design-related evaluations.

1.4.3.3 Yucca Mountain Science and Engineering Report

Since the publication of the Draft EIS, DOE has continued to evaluate design features and operating
modes that would improve long-term repository performance, reduce uncertainties in performance, and
improve operational safety and efficiency. DOE documented the design evolution process in the Yucca
Mountain Science and Engineering Report: Technical Information Supporting Site
Recommendation Consideration (Science and Engineering Report; DIRS 153849-DOE 2001, all). The
result of the process was the Science and Engineering Report Flexible Design (which this Final EIS calls
the flexible design). DOE evaluated the flexible design in a Supplement to the Draft EIS, released for
public review and comment in May 2001.

The Yucca Mountain Science and Engineering Report describes:

e Waste forms to be disposed of

e Results of scientific and engineering studies completed to date

e The flexible design for the repository (preliminary engineering specifications)
e A range of repository operating modes under the flexible design

e Waste package designs (preliminary engineering specifications)

e Results of recent assessments of the long-term performance of the potential repository (Total System
Performance Assessment)

The Science and Engineering Report documents information that the Secretary of Energy will use to
determine whether to recommend approval of the Yucca Mountain site to the President, including scientific
investigations, site characterization studies, and evaluation of how conditions might evolve over time. In
the flexible design, the basic elements of the proposed action, to construct, operate and monitor, and
eventually close a geologic repository at Yucca Mountain remain unchanged. The flexible design provides
the capability to operate the repository in a range of operating modes to affect conditions of temperature
and associated humidity. The higher-temperature repository operating mode would raise at least
portions of the rock walls between the emplacement drifts to a maximum temperature above 96°C (205°F),
which is the boiling point of water at the repository elevation. The lower-temperature operating mode
incorporates a range of scenarios that include conditions under which the surface temperature of
emplaced waste packages would not exceed 85°C (185°F).

The Science and Engineering Report was issued in May 2001 for public comment. At the time of
preparation of this Final EIS, DOE was revising this report to address these comments.

1-20



| Main Index I |Vol 1 Index I

Purpose and Need for Agency Action

1.4.3.4 Preliminary Site Suitability Evaluation

Following the Science and Engineering Report, DOE released the Yucca Mountain Preliminary Site
Suitability Evaluation (DIRS 155734-DOE 2001, all). The Preliminary Site Suitability Evaluation
presents currently available information to support a preliminary evaluation of the suitability of the Yucca
Mountain site for a monitored geologic repository and describes preliminary results of DOE’s evaluation of
whether the site is suitable for such a repository.

The Preliminary Site Suitability Evaluation compares the preliminary results of DOE’s evaluation with
DOE’s proposed (since promulgated) site suitability guidelines. These preliminary results indicated that a
potential repository at Yucca Mountain would likely meet Environmental Protection Agency radiation
protection standards and proposed (since promulgated) Nuclear Regulatory Commission regulations for
protecting people and the environment.

The purpose of the information provided in the Preliminary Site Suitability Evaluation is to aid the public in
its review and comments on this aspect of the bases for the Secretary of Energy’s consideration of a
possible Site Recommendation.

The Preliminary Site Suitability Evaluation was issued in August 2001 for public comment. At the time of
preparation of this Final EIS, DOE was revising this document to address these comments.

1.4.3.5 Supplemental Science and Performance Analyses

DOE has also issued the Supplemental Science and Performance Analyses (DIRS 155950-BSC 2001,
all; DIRS 154659-BSC 2001, all). This document describes supplemental analyses that have been
conducted on long-term repository performance, incorporating those analyses into a supplemental Total
Systems Performance Analysis (TSPA). The Supplemental Science and Performance Analyses first
describes technical work conducted in each process model area and modifications to the Total System
Performance Assessment model, and then describes the performance assessment analyses and results
based on the technical work and model modification.

1.4.3.6 Total System Performance Assessment—Analyses for Disposal of Commercial and
DOE Waste Inventories at Yucca Mountain—Input to Final Environmental Impact
Statement and Site Suitability Evaluation

DOE has issued the Total System Performance Assessment — Analyses for Disposal of Commercial
and DOE Waste Inventories at Yucca Mountain — Input to Final Environmental Impact Statement
and Site Suitability Evaluation (DIRS 157307-BSC 2001, all). This assessment integrates information
from all previous long-term performance models and provides further modification to the Supplemental
Science and Performance Analyses. The results from this assessment, which are the most current
available at the time of Final EIS production, directly support the long-term performance evaluation in the
Final EIS.

1.4.3.7 Site Recommendation

Section 114(a) of the Nuclear Waste Policy Act requires that any recommendation by the Secretary of
Energy be based on the record of information developed during site characterization and be submitted to
the President together with a comprehensive statement of the basis of that recommendation. The
recommendation is to be supported by:

e A description of the proposed repository, including preliminary engineering specifications for the
facility

1-21



| Main Index I |Vol 1 Index I

Purpose and Need for Agency Action

e A description of the waste form or packaging proposed for use at the repository, and an explanation of
the relationship between such waste form or packaging and the geologic medium of the site

e A discussion of data obtained in site characterization activities that relate to the safety of the site

e A Final EIS prepared for the Yucca Mountain site accompanied by comments from the Department of
the Interior, the Council on Environmental Quality, the Environmental Protection Agency, and the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission

e The preliminary comments of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission on the extent to which the waste
form proposal and the at-depth site characterization analysis seem to be sufficient for inclusion in a

License Application

e The views and comments of the governor and legislature of any state and of the governing bodies of
| affected Native American tribes, together with responses from the Secretary of Energy to such views

e Any impact report submitted under Section 116(c)(2)(B) of the NWPA by the State of Nevada

Other information the Secretary considers appropriate
1.4.3.8 No-Action Alternative

Under the No-Action Alternative, DOE would end site characterization activities at Yucca Mountain and
begin site decommissioning and reclamation. The commercial utilities and DOE would continue to store
spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste. For purposes of analysis, the No-Action Alternative
assumes that those sites would treat and package the materials, as necessary, in a condition ready for
shipment to a repository. The potential environmental impacts from two No-Action scenarios, described
below, serve as a basis for comparison to the potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Action.

e  Scenario 1 assumes that spent nuclear fuel and high-level
radioactive waste would remain at the commercial and DOE
sites under institutional control for at least 10,000 years.

INSTITUTIONAL CONTROL

Monitoring and maintenance of
storage facilities to ensure that
radiological releases to the
environment and  radiation

e  Scenario 2 assumes that spent nuclear fuel and high-level
radioactive waste would remain at the commercial and DOE

sites in perpetuity, but under institutional control for only doses to workers and the public
about 100 years. This scenario assumes no effective remain within Federal limits and
institutional control of the stored spent nuclear fuel and high- DOE Order requirements.

level radioactive waste after 100 years.

DOE recognizes that neither scenario would be likely if there was a decision not to develop a repository at

| Yucca Mountain; however, they are part of the EIS analysis to provide a basis for comparison to the
Proposed Action. There are a number of possibilities that DOE could pursue, including continued storage
of the material at its current locations or at one or more centralized location(s); the study and selection of
another location for a deep geologic repository; development of new technologies; or reconsideration of
alternatives to deep geologic disposal. One such centralized storage possibility, the proposed Private Fuel
Storage Facility for commercial spent nuclear fuel in Utah, is currently in the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission licensing process. The Commission issued a Final EIS in January 2002, however, that
document was unavailable for use during the preparation of this Final EIS. The Commission has yet to
issue a decision on whether to grant a license.
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1.5 Environmental Impact Analysis Process

The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as amended, and regulations promulgated by the Council

on Environmental Quality established procedures for Federal agencies to use when preparing an EIS. A

major emphasis of the EIS process is to promote public awareness of the proposed actions and provide
opportunities for public involvement. An agency prepares an EIS in a series of steps: (1) soliciting

comments from Federal and state agencies, stakeholders, Tribal Nation representatives, and the general

public to assist in defining the proposed action, alternatives, and issues requiring analysis (a process known

as scoping); (2) preparing a Draft EIS for public distribution and comment; (3) receiving and responding

to agency and public comments on the Draft EIS; and (4) preparing a Final EIS that incorporates or |
summarizes (if the public comments are exceptionally voluminous) and responds to public comments on

the Draft EIS.

The NWPA includes specific provisions relevant to this EIS. Under the NWPA, the Secretary is not
required to consider in this EIS (1) the need for a geologic repository, (2) the time at which a repository
could become available, and (3) alternatives to isolating spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste
in a repository. The fourth provision addresses the issue of potential alternative sites by providing that the
EIS does not need to consider any site other than Yucca Mountain for repository development [NWPA,
Section 114(f)(2) and (3)]. DOE has focused the EIS analysis on two alternatives: (1) the Proposed
Action of constructing, operating and monitoring, and eventually closing a repository at Yucca Mountain,
and (2) the No-Action Alternative, which assumes that site characterization activities at Yucca Mountain
would end, and that spent nuclear fuel would remain at commercial sites and spent nuclear fuel and high-
level radioactive waste would remain at DOE facilities.

1.5.1 DRAFT EIS AND SUPPLEMENT TO THE DRAFT EIS PROCESS
1.5.1.1 Notice of Intent and Scoping Meetings

The EIS scoping process is intended to determine the scope and the significant issues to be analyzed in
depth in the EIS. The scoping process should begin early and be open, and include public notice of public
meetings and of the availability of environmental documents to inform those persons and agencies who
might be interested in or affected by a proposed action.

On August 7, 1995, DOE published a Notice of Intent announcing that it would prepare an EIS for a
proposed repository at Yucca Mountain, Nevada (60 FR 40164, August 7, 1995). To encourage broad
participation by the public, before publishing the Notice of Intent DOE notified its stakeholders, the media, |
Congressional representatives, the Office of the Governor of Nevada, affected units of local government
in the Yucca Mountain site vicinity, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, and other Federal agencies such
as the Bureau of Land Management, National Park Service, and the Nuclear Waste Technical Review
Board of its plans to prepare the EIS and its approach to the scoping process.

To reach minority and low-income communities, DOE contacted news publications and radio stations that
tend to service these communities to notify them of the scoping meetings and the locations of available
information. In addition, DOE met with 13 Native American tribes and organizations and provided them
the same information. DOE invited public interest groups, transportation interests, industry and utility
organizations, regulators, and members of the general public to participate in the process. The Department
mailed a series of information releases to Yucca Mountain stakeholders notifying them of the opportunity
to comment on the scope of the EIS; sent press releases and public service announcements to newspapers |
and television and radio stations; and made information about Yucca Mountain, the EIS, and the scoping
process available on the Internet (at www.ymp.gov) and in public reading rooms around the country.
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In 1995, DOE held 15 public scoping meetings across the
country (DIRS 104630-YMP 1997, p. 7). More than 500 PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING
people submitted more than 1,000 comment documents LOCATIONS

during the 120-day public scoping period. DOE considered
all comments—oral and written—it received during the
scoping process and grouped them in categories in the

Sacramento, California
Denver, Colorado
College Park, Georgia (near Atlanta)

Summary of Public Scoping Comments Related to the Boise, Idaho
Environmental Impact Statement for a Geologic Chicago, lllinois
Repository for the Disposal of Spent Nuclear Fuel and Linthicum, Maryland (near Baltimore)
High-Level Radioactive Waste at Yucca Mountain, Nye Kansas City, Missouri
County, Nevada (DIRS 104630-YMP 1997, all). Caliente, Nevada
Las Vegas, Nevada
Several comments led to modifications in the scope of the Pahrump, Nevada
EIS. The two most notable changes were the consideration Reno, Nevada

Tonopah, Nevada

Troy, New York (near Albany)
Dallas, Texas

Salt Lake City, Utah

of additional inventories such as the total projected inventory
of spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste and
other wastes that might require permanent isolation (see
Section 1.5.1.2), and the addition of new Nevada
transportation route alternatives. A number of commenters
asked that the EIS discuss the history of the Yucca
Mountain site characterization program and requirements of the NWPA; address DOE’s responsibility to
begin accepting waste in 1998 (including an analysis of the potential for receipt of spent nuclear fuel and
high-level radioactive waste prior to the start of emplacement); describe the potential decisions that the
EIS would support; and examine activities other than construction, operation and monitoring, and
eventual closure of a repository at Yucca Mountain.

Other concerns raised by the public during scoping emphasized that DOE needed to ensure that the EIS
thoroughly addresses the impacts of constructing and operating a geologic repository and related facilities
(including the use of a rail line, heavy-haul truck routes, and intermodal transfer stations) on:

e Land uses in the Yucca Mountain vicinity (including consistency with existing land-use plans)

e Regional air quality and meteorology

e Geology (including the effects of earthquakes and volcanism and the potential for transport of
radioactive and hazardous materials from the repository)

e Regional hydrology (including groundwater quality in Amargosa Valley, Ash Meadows, and Death
Valley National Park)

e Biological resources (including postclosure effects on wildlife from potential increased surface
temperatures)

e Health and safety (including past radiation exposures from activities at the Nevada Test Site for both
pre- and postclosure periods)

e Long-term performance assessment for the repository (including an evaluation of the ability of the
overall system to meet potential performance objectives, waste package performance and degradation

given different thermal loads, infiltration rates, corrosion models, and other relevant factors)

e Sabotage and safeguards and security measures during waste transport and disposal
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e Cultural and historic resources and environmental justice

e Socioeconomics

e Mitigation (including the mitigation of impacts from both routine operations and accident conditions)
DOE included discussions and analyses in the EIS that respond to these public issues and concerns.

DOE received many requests for more formal involvement in the EIS preparation process by
representatives of the affected units of local government and Native American tribes. During the
preparation of the EIS, DOE held discussions with a number of government agencies and other
organizations to discuss issues of concern, obtain information for inclusion or analysis in the EIS, and
initiate consultation or permit processes. DOE tasked (and funded) the American Indian Writers Subgroup
to prepare a document setting forth Native American viewpoints and concerns regarding the repository
and Yucca Mountain; that document (DIRS 102043-AIWS 1998, all) is quoted and referenced in the EIS.
A similar opportunity was extended to the State of Nevada and the affected units of local government to
prepare their own documents setting forth perspectives and views on a variety of issues of local and
regional concern, which DOE agreed to incorporate by reference in the EIS. At the time the Draft EIS
was issued, Nye County (DIRS 103099-Buqo 1999, all) had prepared such a document. In addition, other
documents related to the Yucca Mountain region have been prepared in the past by several local
government units including Clark, Lincoln, and White Pine Counties.

Some of the scoping comments raised issues and concerns that were not germane to the Proposed Action
or the No-Action Alternative, such as the constitutional basis for waste disposal in Nevada. DOE
acknowledged such issues and concerns in the summary of public scoping comments (DIRS 104630-YMP
1997, all), but did not analyze them in the EIS.

1.5.1.2 Additional Inventory Studies

The Proposed Action is to construct, operate and monitor, and eventually close a geologic repository for
the disposal of 70,000 MTHM of spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste at Yucca Mountain.
During the scoping period, DOE received many comments that noted the potential existence of more than
70,000 MTHM of these materials and encouraged DOE to evaluate the total projected inventory. For
example, presently operating nuclear powerplants could generate approximately 105,000 MTHM of spent
nuclear fuel eligible for disposal by 2046 if all currently operating commercial licenses were extended for
10 additional years. Recently approved license extensions have been for 20 years, but some plant licenses
might not be extended. In addition, some commenters requested that the EIS evaluate the disposal of
radioactive waste types that might require permanent isolation, such as Greater-Than-Class-C waste and
Special-Performance-Assessment-Required waste. For these reasons, DOE has included in the EIS
cumulative impact analysis an evaluation of the cumulative environmental impacts that could occur as a
result of the disposal of all projected spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste and the disposal of
quantities of Greater-Than-Class-C and Special-Performance-Assessment-Required waste in the Yucca
Mountain Repository (see Chapter 8).

1.5.1.3 Additional Nevada Transportation Analyses

In response to public comments, DOE decided to analyze a fifth branch rail line and a fifth route for
heavy-haul trucks in Nevada. The Department added analyses of the Caliente-Chalk Mountain branch rail
line and the Caliente/Chalk Mountain route for heavy-haul trucks to the analyses of four rail corridors and
four heavy-haul truck routes it had previously identified for potential transportation impacts in Nevada.
Chapter 6 and Appendix J describe the transportation analyses. The U.S. Air Force opposes the use of
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APPROXIMATE WASTE INVENTORIES

Commercial spent nuclear fuel
e Projected total: 105,000 MTHM in 2046

DOE spent nuclear fuel
e Projected total: 2,500 MTHM
e Current disposal plan:

High-level radioactive waste
stated in current disposal plans)

e Current disposal plan:
plutonium inventory)

(Measurement methods differ among waste types)

e Current disposal plan: 63,000 MTHM (includes plutonium disposed of as mixed-oxide fuel)

2,333 MTHM (one-third of the 7,000-MTHM total of DOE material
proposed for disposal, which includes high-level radioactive waste)

e Projected total: 22,280 canisters (would include immobilized plutonium to be disposed of as

8,315 canisters (includes approximately one third of the surplus

Greater-Than-Class-C waste

e Projected total: 2,100 cubic meters

e Disposal evaluated in Chapter 8
Special-Performance-Assessment-Required waste
o Projected total: 4,000 cubic meters

e Disposal evaluated in Chapter 8

the Caliente-Chalk Mountain rail corridor and heavy-haul truck route because of national security
concerns; at this time DOE regards these routes as nonpreferred alternatives.

1.5.1.4 Draft EIS Public Comment Process

On August 6, 1999, DOE issued the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement for a Geologic
Repository for the Disposal of Spent Nuclear Fuel
and High-Level Radioactive Waste at Yucca
Mountain, Nye County, Nevada. DOE made the
document available in 38 reading rooms throughout the
country, sent copies to those who requested them, and
made an electronic copy available on the Internet. On the
same day, the Department began a public comment period
on the Draft EIS originally scheduled to end on
February 9, 2000, and later extended until February 28,
2000. DOE accepted all comments on the Draft EIS,
including written, oral, and electronic comments through
August 31, 2001. DOE held public hearings in 21
locations across the country and throughout the State of
Nevada and also held a hearing in Las Vegas to take
comments from members of Native American Tribes in
the region. More than 700 persons provided formal
comments at those hearings. In total, DOE received
more than 11,000 comments from more than 2,300
commenters on the Draft EIS.

Draft EIS Public Hearing Locations

Amargosa Valley, Nevada
Goldfield, Nevada
College Park (Atlanta), Georgia
Austin, Nevada

Boise, ldaho

Caliente, Nevada

Carson City, Nevada
Chicago, lllinois
Cleveland, Indiana
Crescent Valley, Nevada
Denver, Colorado

Ely, Nevada

Las Vegas, Nevada
Lincoln, Nebraska

Lone Pine, California
Pahrump, Nevada

Reno, Nevada

Salt Lake City, Utah

San Bernardino, California
St. Louis, Missouri
Washington, DC
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DOE has prepared a Comment-Response Document (Volume III of this Final EIS) that addresses the
issues raised during the public comment period. The Comment-Response Document contains each
comment (as an individual comment or summarized with similar comments) and the DOE response to
each comment. DOE has incorporated changes to the Draft EIS analysis resulting from the comments in
this Final EIS.

1.5.1.5 Supplement to the Draft EIS

As DOE anticipated and described in the Draft EIS, the design for the proposed repository continued to
evolve. To present the latest design information to decisionmakers and the public, on May 11, 2001, DOE
issued the Supplement to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for a Geologic Repository for
the Disposal of Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-Level Radioactive Waste at Yucca Mountain, Nye
County, Nevada, and began a 45-day public comment period on the Supplement. Based on requests from
a variety of sources, the Department subsequently extended the comment period until July 6, 2001. In
June, 2001, during a review of its administrative records, DOE discovered that it had inadvertently not sent
the Supplement to the Draft EIS to about 700 stakeholders who had requested and received a copy of the
Draft EIS. The Department announced this oversight (66 FR 34623; June 29, 2001), sent the Supplement
to the Draft EIS to these stakeholders, and provided them an opportunity to submit comments during a
separate 45-day comment period (June 29 to August 13, 2001). DOE has presented and responded to all
comments on the Supplement to the Draft EIS received by August 31, 2001. All comments received after
August 31, 2001, were responded to as time and resources permitted. However, all comments received
after August 31, 2001, whether or not responded to, were considered by the Department. Based on this
consideration, the Department concluded that none raised new issues not already reflected in timely
comments and already considered.

The scope of the Supplement was limited to presenting the latest design information and presenting the
expected environmental impacts that could result from the evolved design. DOE held three public
hearings on the Supplement to the Draft EIS. The Department
received approximately 1,900 written, oral, and electronic
comments on the Supplement. The Final EIS incorporates the
information from the Supplement. The Comment-Response

Supplement to the Draft EIS
Public Hearing Locations

Document (Volume III of this Final EIS) includes public comments Amargosa Valley, Nevada
on the Supplement, and responses to those comments. Changes to Las Vegas, Nevada
the analysis of the proposed repository project caused by those Pahrump, Nevada

comments and responses are captured in Volumes I, II, and IV.

1.5.2 CONFORMANCE WITH DOCUMENTATION REQUIREMENTS

DOE has performed formal documented reviews of data to identify gaps, inconsistencies, omissions, or
other conditions that would cause data to be suspect or unusable.

DOE planned analyses to ensure consistency and thoroughness in the environmental studies conducted for
this EIS. DOE has also used configuration control methods to ensure that EIS inputs are current, correct,
and appropriate, and that outputs reflect the use of appropriate inputs.

All work products for this EIS have undergone documented technical, editorial, and managerial reviews for
adequacy, accuracy, and conformance to project and DOE requirements. Work products related to impact
analyses (for example, calculations, data packages, and data files) have also undergone formal technical
and managerial reviews. Calculations (manual or computer-driven) generated to support impact analyses
have been verified in accordance with project management procedures.
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1.5.3 RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS

A number of completed, in-preparation, or proposed DOE National Environmental Policy Act documents
relate to this EIS. In addition, other Federal agencies have prepared related EISs. Consistent with
Council on Environmental Quality regulations that implement the National Environmental Policy Act, DOE
has used information from these documents in its analysis and has incorporated this material by reference
as appropriate throughout this EIS. Table 1-1 lists the documents that formed a basis for decisions
associated with a geologic disposal program and investigation of Yucca Mountain as a potential repository
site; these include the EIS for Management of Commercially Generated Radioactive Waste (DIRS
104832-DOE 1980, all), the Surplus Plutonium Disposition EIS (DIRS 118979-DOE 1999, all), and the
Yucca Mountain Site Environmental Assessment (DIRS 100136-DOE 1986, all).
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Table 1-1. National Environmental Policy Act documents and Records of Decision related to the
proposed Yucca Mountain Repository® (page 1 of 3).

Document

Material type

Relationship to Yucca Mountain Repository EIS

Nuclear materials activities

Final EIS, Management of
Commercially Generated Radioactive
Waste (DIRS 104832-DOE 1980, all)

EA, Yucca Mountain Site, Nevada
Research and Development Area
(DIRS 100136-DOE 1986, all)

Final Supplemental EIS, Defense
Waste Processing Facility, Savannah
River Site, Aiken, South Carolina
(DIRS 103191-DOE 1994, all)

Final EIS, Waste Management,
Savannah River Site (DIRS
103207-DOE 1995, all)

Final EIS, Interim Management of
Nuclear Materials at the Savannah
River Site (DIRS 103209-DOE 1995,
all)

Final EIS, Management of Spent
Nuclear Fuel from the K-Basins at the
Hanford Site, Richland, Washington
(DIRS 103213-DOE 1996, all)

Draft EIS, Completion of the West
Valley Demonstration Project and
Closure or Long-Term Management of
Facilities at the Western New York
Nuclear Service Center (DIRS 101729-
DOE 1996, all)

Final EIS, Proposed Nuclear Weapons
Nonproliferation Policy Concerning
Foreign Research Reactor Spent
Nuclear Fuel (DIRS 101812-DOE
1996, all)

Final EIS, Hanford Site Tank Waste
Remediation System (DIRS
103214-DOE 1996, all)

Final EIS, Surplus Plutonium
Disposition (DIRS 118979-DOE 1999,
all)

Draft EIS, Idaho High-Level Waste
and Facilities Disposition (DIRS
155100-DOE 1999, all)

Final EIS, Savannah River Site Spent
Nuclear Fuel Management (DIRS
156897-DOE 2000, all)

Commercial SNF;
DOE SNF and
HLW

Commercial SNF;
DOE SNF and
HLW

HLW

HLW

HLW

DOE SNF

HLW

DOE SNF

HLW

Plutonium

HLW

DOE SNF

Examines different disposal alternatives. ROD
documented DOE decision to pursue geologic disposal
for SNF and HLW.

Examines impacts of site characterization activities
and possible geologic repository at Yucca Mountain.

Examines impacts of constructing and operating
DWPF, which processes HLW at SRS. SRS HLW
could be eligible for repository disposal.

Examines impacts of managing five types of waste
(including liquid HLW) at SRS over 10 years. SRS
HLW could be eligible for repository disposal.

Examines impacts of stabilization and interim storage
of plutonium, uranium, and other nuclear materials.
SRS SNF and HLW could be eligible for repository
disposal.

Examines impacts of managing SNF in K-Basins at
Hanford. Hanford SNF could be eligible for
repository disposal.

Examines impacts of solidifying liquid HLW obtained
from reprocessing commercial SNF. WVDP HLW
could be eligible for repository disposal.

Examines impacts of managing SNF from foreign
research reactors in accordance with U.S. policy to
reduce nuclear weapons proliferation. SNF from
foreign research reactors stored at SRS and INEEL
could be eligible for repository disposal.

Examines impacts of long-term management and
disposal of Hanford tank waste, including HLW.
Hanford HLW could be eligible for repository
disposal.

Examines the alternatives for and impacts of
disposition of surplus plutonium and of using mixed
oxide fuel in six reactors. Ultimate disposition of the
plutonium could involve repository disposal.

Examines impacts of treatment, storage, and disposal
of INEEL HLW and facilities disposition. INEEL
HLW could be eligible for repository disposal.

Examines impact of several technologies for
management of SNF at SRS, including placing these
materials in forms suitable for ultimate disposition.
Information from this EIS aids the study of packaging,
transportation, and disposition of SNF.

1-29



| Main Index I

|Vo| 1 Index I

Purpose and Need for Agency Action

Table 1-1. National Environmental Policy Act documents and Records of Decision related to the
proposed Yucca Mountain Repository® (page 2 of 3).

Document Material type Relationship to Yucca Mountain Repository EIS
Nuclear materials activities (continued)

Record of Decision (62 FR 1095; DOE SNF Evaluates potential impacts of using alternative
January 8, 1997) and the Second container systems for management of naval SNF
Record of Decision (62 FR 23770; following examination at INEEL. Naval SNF
May 1, 1997) for a Container System processed and stored at INEEL could be eligible for
for the Management of Naval Spent repository disposal. DOE used information from this
Nuclear Fuel Final EIS (DIRS 101941- EIS to estimate impacts from manufacture of disposal
USN 1996, all) containers and shipping casks.
Supplement Analysis for a Container DOE SNF Determines the use of a multipurpose canister or
System for the Management of DOE comparable system for the management of DOE SNF
Spent Nuclear Fuel Located at INEEL at INEEL that might be suitable for shipment using
(DIRS 103230-DOE 1999, all) existing transportation casks.
Record of Decision for a Multi- DOE SNF Determines that multi-purpose canisters or comparable
Purpose Canister or Comparable systems will be used for loading, storage, and
System for Idaho National Engineering transportation outside the State of Idaho of most DOE
and Environmental Laboratory Spent SNF located at INEEL.
Nuclear Fuel (64 FR 23825; May 4,
1999)
Generic Environmental Impact Commercial SNF  Addresses the cumulative impacts of transportation of

Statement for License Renewal of
Nuclear Plants, Main Report, Final
Report NUREG-1437 (DIRS 101899-
NRC 1996, all; DIRS 101900-NRC
1996, all) and the Draft Supplement
for the Generic Environmental Impact
Statement for License Renewal of
Nuclear Plants, Addendum 1 (DIRS
148185-NRC 1999, all)

Record of Decision for the Treatment
and Management of Sodium-Bonded
Spent Nuclear Fuel (65 FR 56565;
September 19, 2000)

Draft Environmental Impact Statement
for the Construction and Operation of
an Independent Spent Nuclear Fuel
Storage Installation on the Reservation
of the Skull Valley Band of Goshute
Indians and the Related Transportation
Facility in Tooele County, Utah (DIRS
152001-NRC 2000, all).

Sodium-bonded
SNF

Commercial SNF

Programmatic examination of waste management

Record of Decision (DIRS
103205-DOE 1995, all) for the Final
Programmatic EIS, Spent Nuclear Fuel
Management and Idaho National

Engineering Laboratory Environmental

Restoration and Waste Management
Programs (DIRS 101802-DOE 1995,
all)

Final Programmatic EIS, Storage and
Disposition of Weapons-Usable Fissile
Materials (DIRS 103215-DOE 1996,
all)

DOE SNF

DOE SNF and
HLW

commercial spent nuclear fuel in the vicinity of the
proposed repository at Yucca Mountain, Nevada, and
the impacts of transporting higher-burnup fuel.

Determines that electrometallurgical processing will
be used to treat sodium-bonded SNF other than SNF
from Fermi-1.

The proposal of Private Fuel Storage, L.L.C. (PES) to
construct and operate an independent spent fuel
storage installation on the Reservation of the Skull
Valley Band of Goshute Indians.

Examines programmatic impacts of storage of DOE
SNF that could be eligible for repository disposal. In
the associated ROD, DOE decided where DOE SNF
would be managed.

Examines impacts of long-term storage of plutonium
and highly enriched uranium at several DOE sites.
Spent mixed-oxide fuel and immobilized plutonium
could be eligible for repository disposal.
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Document Material type Relationship to Yucca Mountain Repository EIS

Programmatic examination of waste management (continued)

Final Programmatic EIS, Managing HLW
Treatment, Storage, and Disposal of
Radioactive and Hazardous Waste (DIRS

101816-DOE 1997, all)

Final EIS, Nevada Test Site and Off-Site
Locations in the State of Nevada (DIRS
101811-DOE 1996, all)

Regional description and cumulative impact information

Final EIS, Withdrawal of Public Lands for
Range Safety and Training Purposes at

Examines impacts of managing five types of waste at DOE

sites. Examines storage of HLW canisters and
transportation of HLW canisters between DOE sites and
Yucca Mountain.

Examines potential impacts of future mission activities at
NTS. DOE used information from NTS EIS for Yucca
Mountain site description and environmental impacts of
NTS waste management activities. Cumulative impact
analysis included activities analyzed in NTS EIS.

Examines impacts of land withdrawal around Naval Air
Station Fallon. Repository EIS analysis of cumulative

Naval Air Station Fallon, Nevada (DIRS
148199-USN 1998, all)

impacts considered proposed actions at Naval Air Station
Fallon.

Legislative EIS for Nellis Air Force Range
Renewal (DIRS 103472-USAF 1999, all)

Examines impacts of renewal of land withdrawal for Nellis
Air Force Range. Yucca Mountain site is partly on range,
and Repository EIS considers proposed actions at Nellis in
its cumulative impacts analysis.

Proposed Caliente Management Examines the implementation of BLM management goals

Framework Plan Amendment and FEIS for
the Management of Desert Tortoise
Habitat (DIRS 103080-BLM 1999, all)

Final EIS for the Cortez Pipeline Gold
Deposit (DIRS 103078-BLM 1996, all)

EA, Pipeline Infiltration Project (DIRS

and actions for the administration of the desert tortoise
habitat in Lincoln County, Nevada.

Examines potential for impacts from mining-related
activities at a location in north central Nevada.

Examines potential for impacts from mining-related

103081-BLM 1999, all)

Final Legislative Environmental Impact
Statement, Timbisha Shoshone Homeland
(DIRS 154121-DOI 2000, all)

Draft Environmental Impact Statement for
the Proposed Relocation of Technical Area
18 Capabilities and Materials (DIRS
156910-DOE 2001, all)

activities at a location in north central Nevada.

Examines the potential for impacts from creating a
Timbisha Shoshone Tribal reservation in and around Death
Valley National Park.

Evaluates the environmental impacts associated with
relocating the TA-18 capabilities and materials (presently
located at Los Alamos) to each of four alternative sites,
including NTS.

a.  Abbreviations: BLM = Bureau of Land Management; DOE = U.S. Department of Energy; DOI = Department of the Interior;
DWPF = Defense Waste Processing Facility; EA = environmental assessment; EIS = environmental impact statement; HLW =
high-level radioactive waste; INEEL = Idaho National Engineering and Environmental Laboratory; NTS = Nevada Test Site;
ROD = Record of Decision; SNF = spent nuclear fuel; SRS = Savannah River Site; WVDP = West Valley Demonstration Project.
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